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UNIVERSITY SENATE 
and 
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Volume VI 
,. 
C 
I,!E.~TI1'IG OF THE FACULTY SSNATE 
University of 1ew Mexico 
Febr uary 9 , 1948 
( Sum.'-:rnri zed ra nut es) 
The Februar~r meet ins of the University Faculty Senate was held 
on tonday 1 February 9 , 1948, in Biology 6 . The meetin~ was 
called to order by r,1:rs , Elizabeth Simpson at 4 : 15 p .m., with 63 
nembers present . 
The only business was consideration of the proposed 80 stitution 
for the Senate . Dr . Northrop presented the Constitution material . 
J-i motion was made and seconded that the Senate be abolished and 
let its rights, duties, and responsibilities revert to the gen-
eral faculty . The motion was lost. 
A motion was made that the membershin of the Senate be consti -
tuted as at present . It was seconded and carried . 
It r,;~s moved that we turn this proposed Constitution back to the 
Conuilittee to draw un a new one based on the motion just passed . 
~he motion was secn;ded . There was a motion to table the fore -
~oing motion , but it was lost . The motion tha t the Constitution 
be referred b ack to the Committee was voted upon ::n d carried . 
t list of thE; Committee members was read: I' r ofessors .Alexander , 
Bastonguay , La .?az, Northrop , Reeve; Simmonc , · Snapp , '{:hit e and 
ewers . 
:t was movec. , seconded , and cart'ied that all colleges be repre-
tnted on t.iis committee . It was decided to le'lve it t o t h e 
Cean of each college not represented to select a menber to the 
0rnmi ttee. 
Art · d u lcles and sections of the proposed Constitut i0n were vote 
Pon • The fo llowinG were adopted: 
Article I~ Section 1 
" I, 
II 2 , Parae;raph 1 
" I, II 2., 
II 2 
" I, ti 2, " 3 
It 
I' 
II 2, II 4 
ti I; ti 2 , " 5 
~e~e was considerable discussion about the wordlnr in paragraph 
,/ shall be subJ·ect to reviev.1,11 and it was voted to retain the 
ords '' h . f 1 t II 
' s all be subject to review by the acu Y• 
~~~dmeetin0 was adjourned at 5 : 30 p .m. , the next meetinG to b e 
the second Monday in March . 
Res,ectfully submitted, 
Eva M. Israel, Secretary of the Faculty Senate 
FACULTY SENATE MINUTES 
February 9, 1948 
The February meeting of the University Faculty Senate 
was held on Monday, February 9, 1948, in Biology 6. The 
meeting was called to order by Mrs . Elizabeth Simpson at 
4:15 P.M. Sixty-three members were present. 
Mrs . Simpson: The University Faculty Senate will please 
come to order. We have only one item of business this afternoon 
and that is the consideration of the proposed constitution for 
the Senate. Dr. Reeve, who presented the material last time, 
has a seminar at this hour and he has asked Dr. Northrop to 
present the material and to answer questions. Since this issue 
is so vital to every one of us I think it should be taken up 
article by article. 
Dr. Tireman called for the figures on the blackboard at 
the last meeting: 
Total Faculty with Proposed 
College Faculty Prof'. Rank Representation 
Arts and Sciences 150 75 23 
Engineering 30 15 4 
Educatio~ 27 21 4 
Fine Arts 27 17 4 
Pharmacy 2 2 1 
Business Ad. 13 9 1 
Law 4 4 1 
TOTALS 253 143 38 
Dr . Northrop, will you take over1 
Dr. Northrop: Since the last Senate meeting we have 
received the mimeographed material that Dr . Reeve presented 
orally at the last meeting. He asked me if I could be present 
, ) 
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this afternoon. He didn't specify that the proposed consti-
tution should be taken up article by article but Mrs. Simpson just made that suggestion. 
Mrs. Simpson: If someone would like to discuss this 
procedure I am perfectly willing. I just thought it would 
be a good means of covering the constitution. 
Dr. Northrop: At the last meeting Dr. Ortega raised 
a point which perhaps takes precedence over the article-by-
article treatment. He asked if we should have a Senate at 
all. Would anyone care to discuss that point? 
Mr. Strahlem: I don't know what the procedure is, but 
I would like to amend the motion before the house to move to 
abolish the Senate and let its rights, duties, and responsi-
bilities revert to the general faculty. 
Mrs. Simpson: A motion has been made to abolish the 
Senate and let its rights, duties and responsibilities revert 
to the general faculty. Is there a second to this motion? 
Dr. Sherman Smith: I second the motion. It is one of 
the alternatives open to us at the present time. I felt 
at the last meeting that adoption of this constitution hinged, 
and would hinge, on the decision to have a small Senate. 
I think that this motion should be put before the house in 
order to clarify the situation. I think it is logical to 
make this motion. Then we could discuss the constitution 
as it is now. 
Mrs . Simpson: You will notice that it is just a pro-
posed number for the Senate. The Connnittee will substitute 
some other procedure for membership if we so decide. Is 
there any further discussion on the motion to abolish the 
Senate? Those in favor signify by saying ttaye." 
Some Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed by "no." 
Majority of Members: No. 
Mrs. Simpson: The motion is lost. 
Dr. Sherman Smith: I move that the membership of the 
Senate be constituted as at present. Without being more 
specific, I think it would serve as an alternate motion to 
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Article I, Section 2. 
Dr. Hibben: I second the motion. 
Mrs. Simpson: It has been moved and seconded that the 
Faculty Senate be constituted as it is at the present time. 
Is there any discussion? 
Mr . Tapy: Does that mean as proposed here or as it is 
in the old constitution? 
Mrs. Simpson: As it is in the old constitution, the 
existing one. 
Mr . Castonguay: I wonder if that could be stated now; 
that is, the present make-up of the Senate. It might be ell 
to be reminded of that now. 
Mrs. Simpson: Roughly it is that all heads of depart-
ments are immediately qualified for the Senate. All full 
professors are members automatically; all assistant and 
associate professors become members after one year; also 
instructors -- or is it instructors after two years? ill 
you check that Miss Israel, and if you will please read it 
to us now. 
Miss Israel: The following was voted on and passed 
May 21, 1945: 
"The President of the University and the academic deans 
ot Colleges shall be members of the University Senate. 
Members of the University staff who hold academic rank and 
who are full-time employees of the University shall beco 
members of the Senate after serving the following terms: 
instructors, three years; assistant professors and higher, 
one year. No person holding a purely interim or temporary 
appointment on the teaching staff shall be a member of the 
University Senate unless he be head or acting head of a 
department. The heads or acting heads of departments while 
serving in either of those capacities shall be members regard-
less of rank, length of service, or proportion of time 
devoted to University work. Questions of eligibility for 
membership which may arise shall be settled by the elected 
officers of the Senate." 
Mrs. Simpson: Does that answer your question, 
Mr. Castonguay? 
Mr. Castonguay: Yes. 
Mrs. Simpson: We are voting only on that one part. 
I I 
(. 
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Dr. Sherman Smith: This second one, Article II, 
having to do with the membership of the Senate -- I think 
the fundamental question relative to this constitution is 
whether or not we should have a restricted Senate. I have 
made this motion as a parliamentary technique. We have 
present here approximately fifty members of the Senate as 
it is now constituted. I believe in elected senators and 
I think we would come more nearly having excellent represen-
tation at the meetings. An elected person evidently takes 
his responsibilities more seriously. 
Mr. Strahlem: When I made my motion to abolish the 
Senate I was not doing it facetiously, or to be obnoxious. 
I don't see any use for the Senate. I can't conceive of 
any problems that the general faculty or the AAUP can't 
handle. I don't see why we have to have this third group. 
If we have to have this third group, it should be wider in 
representation -- eliminate the third year service for 
instructors and the one year for others. It has been suggest-
ed earlier that a smaller group would attend more regularly 
and consequently be more efficient. If we had a smaller 
group probably one-third of that would attend, so you would 
have about thirteen people handling the affairs of the Senate. 
I don't think the Senate is a matter of numbers. You 
announce the agenda for each meeting so people know when to 
stay away. We have had difficulty in finding three really 
important meetings of the Senate, and if they are really 
important, everyone who has an interest in that meeting 
should be permitted to attend. 
Mrs. Simpson: On the matter of the agenda: in 
previous years the agenda was not announced before the meet-
ings and people complained because they didn't want to 
spend their time, they said, on trivial matters. This year 
I decided that it would be desirable to know ahead of time 
what would be discussed. Perhaps that was not such a good 
idea. 
Mr. Strahlem: Maybe they have seminars, like Dr. 
Reeve, or four o'clock classes. The Faculty Women have a 
knack for holding meetings on Senate meeting days. 
Dean Clauve: That's the Faculty Wives. 
Mr. Strahlem: All right, I 111 be corrected on that 
Point. The Faculty Wives have a meeting on this day. Maybe 
some of the boys are home baby-sitting. 
. .
• 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there further discussion of 
Dr. Smith's motion? Are you ready for the question? 
Member: Question • 
Mrs. Simpson: The motion before the house is that 
we have a Faculty Senate with membership constituted as it 
is at the present time. Those in favor signify by saying 
"aye." 
Some Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed please signify by saying 
no." 
Some Members: No. 
Mrs. Simpson: We shall have to have a standing vote. 
Those in favor, please stand. 
Members Standing: 35 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed please stand. 
Members Standing: 11 
Mrs. Simpson: The motion is carried by a vote ot 
35 to 11. 
Dr. Sherman Smith: Since a great part of the consti-
tution deals with the powers and responsibilities of a 
limited Senate, and since e have just voted to maintain 
a Senate with the existing membership, it seems to me we 
should turn back this proposed constitution to the Committee 
to draw up a new one based on the motion we just passed, 
and I so move. 
Mr. Tapy: I second the motion. 
Dr. Northrop: You don't mean to stifle further dis-
cussion on the constitution today, do you? Ot course the 
action taken essentially amounts to a vote of no confidence 
in the Committee. I can't speak for all members of th 
Committee about what was a vital part in all of our thinking, 
but I for one would resign from the Committee rather than 
start the work all over again. I can't speak for the other 
members of the Committee, of course. 
Dr. Alexander: Madam Chairman, I understood that 
Dr. Smith's motion referred specifically to the representa-
tion in the constitution of the Senate. I fail to s e how 
• 
• 
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that changes the other items of this proposed constitution. 
It refers to items 1 and 2 of the Second Article only. If 
there are other places in the constitution that it affects, 
I am not aware of them. Therefore, it does not seem to me 
that we would be out of order in discussing the other 
articles, item by item. 
Mr. Tapy: In seconding this motion I have no idea 
whatever of expressing dissatisfaction or disfavor with the 
present Committee. I think it is a matter of expediency in 
getting this matter cleared up. I think most of the trouble 
has been in connection with the membership in the Senate . 
I would certainly hate to discontinue discussing this further 
this afternoon. In any way I didn't intend to express dis-
satisfaction with the present committee. They have done a 
lot or good work on the constitution and we can incorporate 
most of their suggestions. 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there further discussion? 
Dr. Sorrell: I move to table Dr. Smith's motion. It 
can, of course, always be taken from the table. 
Mrs. Simpson: But not today. 
Dr. Sorrell: But we can discuss the constitution today. 
Mrs. Simpson: It has been moved and seconded that 
we table this motion. The original motion is to refer the 
constitution back to the Committee. This takes precedence 
over all other motions until Dr. Sorrell moves to take it 
from the table. 
Dr. Russell: Madam Chairman, is this motion in 
order? 
Mrs. Simpson: Well, we need a parliamentarian. Is 
Dr. Wicker here? 
Dr. Wicker: I'm here but don't look at me1 
Mr. Tapy: Is this a motion to table Dr. Smith's 
motion? 
Mrs. Simpson: Yes, just that motion. 
Mr. Tapy: There isn•t any reason I know of why we 
can•t vote on it. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those in favor of the tabling or thi 
motion, signify by saying "aye." 
• 
7 
Some Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed by "no." 
Some Members: No. 
Mrs. Simpson: We shall have to have a standing vote 
again. Those in favor please stand. 
Members Standing: 15 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed, please stand. 
Members Standing: 30 
Mrs. Simpson: The motion is lost by a vote of 15 to 
30. 
Dr. Sherman Smith: I think it would be manifestly un-
fair to revert this proposed constitution back to the Committee 
without instructions. That is, I think in all fairness we 
should proceed to make it as plain as possible to the 
Committee what the Senate wants in the form of the constitution • 
Dr. Woodward: We haven't yet voted to refer it back 
to the Committee. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those in favor of sending this proposed 
constitution back to the connnittee for revision signify by 
saying "aye." 
Some Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed, by no. 
Some Members: No. 
Mrs. Simpson: This necessitates a standing vote. Will 
those in favor of the motion please stand. 
Members Standing: 34 
Mrs. Simpson: Will those opposed please stand. 
Members Standing: 15 
Mrs. Simpson: The motion is carried by a vote of 
34 to 15. The constitution will be referred back to the 
Committee. Dr. Reeve said this afternoon that he would like 
to have all disputed points back in the Committee, or any 
Point that we wished to bring up. 
• 
• 
• 
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Dr. Northrop: Shall we go back to Article I, Section 
1? 
Mr. Haas: Would it be possible to have representation 
from all the colleges on that Committee? That is the 
Committee we are referring back the constitution to. 
Mrs. Simpson: I think there is. 
Mr. Haas: I think the membership is chiefly from 
Arts and Sciences. 
Mrs. Simpson: Here is a list of the Committee: 
Professors Alexander, Castonguay, La Paz, Northrop, Reeve, 
Simons, Snapp, White and Dean Bowers. 
Mr. Haas: Well, I think they are chiefly from Arts 
and Sciences. 
Mrs. Simpson: I believe you would be in order to 
suggest that the Senate increase the size of the Committee, 
if you like. 
Mr. Haas: I move that all colleges be represented 
on this Committee. 
Member: I second the motion. 
Dr. Hibben: Would that mean that there would be an 
additional member from all colleges not now represented? 
Mrs. Simpson: Many of the other -colleges have only 
one representative. Is there further discussion? All those 
in favor of the motion that each college be represented on 
this Connnittee, signify by saying "aye." 
Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed by "no." The motion is 
carried. 
Will it be satisfactory if the Dean of the College 
appoints a member to the Committee, or do you want that mem 
ber elected? 
t Mr. Haas: I want representation. I don•t care how hey get it. 
Mrs. Simpson: Well, then I guess we shall leave it 
Up to the Deans 0 
I 
t 
t 
• 
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Member: I don't think that is democratic. The Dean 
may have a "pet" to put on that Committee. If it is left 
this way, I would rather have the faculty select whom they 
wish. 
Mrs. Simpson: We shall leave it to the Deans as to 
how to select the member. If they wish to have their faculty 
vote on it, they will. 
Dr. Northrop: 
section by section? 
Shall we proceed article by article, 
Any comments on Article I, Section l? 
Member: "The University Faculty shall consist of the 
President of the Univeraty, Professors, Associate Professor, 
Assistant Professors, and full time Instructors." A 
faculty is a faculty. Why does it have to be defined? 
Dr. Northrop: Because this constitution is for the 
faculty as well as for the Senate. 
Member: I move the adoption of Article I, Section 1, 
as here stated. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those in favor say "aye • 
Members: Aye • 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed, by "no." The section is 
adopted. 
Dr. Hibben: I move the adoption of Article I, Section 
2: "Responsibilities: Subject to the Regents, and subject 
further to the authority that the Regents have vested in the 
President of the University, the general charge of the 
University is entrusted to the University Faculty." 
Mr. Tapy: Can we adopt these sections since we are 
going to refer the whole thing back to the Committee? 
Dr. Northrop: We can dispense with these formal 
adoption actions. We don't need a formal motion each time. 
Dr. Riebsomer: Why couldn't we simply say that we 
either approve or disapprove of a particular part for the 
guidance of the Committee? 
Dr. Northrop: We are on paragraph one, Section 2. 
Dean Farris: The Senate recently voted to consist of 
membership as we do now. Normally, or in normal times, thi 
means that the senate would constitute ninety-nine per cent 
or the Faculty. The University Senate and the University 
Faculty will be the same thing on the campus. It seems to 
10 
me a waste of time to have a Senate the way they just voted. 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there further discussion? That is 
not always the case, of course. As you see on the black-
board, at the present time membership of the Senate is 117 
and we have 253 faculty members. 
Dean Farris: That is because of the influx caused by 
the War. That is not normal. 
Mrs. Simpson: Well, your point is well taken, but 
Dr. Sherman Smith: I don•t think it's well taken at 
all, if you'll excuse me, Mrs. Simpson. We have just passed 
through a situation where the faculty is twice as large as 
the Senate. I think a constitution should be designed to 
obtain f .or a long time. Such a situation might arise again. 
Our turnover here is always great. 
Mrs. Simpson: I think that at the time our Senate was 
formed this point caused the greatest consternation. At 
that time there were many instructors brought in and they 
wanted to have full membership in the Senate even then. I 
can see where very frequently it might occur again. 
Mr. Rafferty: We have already approved Section 1 
and Section 2 has to do with responsibilities relative to 
Section 1. The issue is where the governing responsibility 
Will lie. 
Mrs. Simpson: Isn't it true, President Wernette, that 
the general faculty vote on who is eligible to graduate? 
President Wernette: As far as what you mentioned, you 
are right. 
Mrs. Simpson: Are there other matters specifically 
delegated to the Faculty? 
President ernette: Off-hand, I would say not. 
Dr. Gausewitz: I didn't say anything when this :as 
originally mentioned. At Madison, Wisconsin, we had a legal 
faculty" and the faculty. In effect we had a Senate because 
there was a steering committee and then they reported to the 
faculty as a whole who could vote on their recommendations, 
J 
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with the exception of instructors who didn't have a vote. 
I sort of agree with Dean Farris that either we have a 
faculty control without a Senate or a limited Senate, and 
I suggest that this constitution still be usable if you 
struck out paragraphs 3 and 4 of Section 2, Article I; struck 
out all of Article II, and then in Articles III and IV, 
substitute the word "faculty" wherever the word "senate" 
appears and then put a voting limitation that only persons 
holding professorial rank could vote. Our experience at 
Madison was that the faculty elected the steering committee. 
You had the committees operating at all times. 
Dr. Northrop: May I say, and Dean Gausewitz was not 
here when the Senate elected this Committee to draw up a 
constitution, that there must have been some reason for 
electing it. 
Dean Gausewitz: That is why I refrained from voting 
on the motion originally. 
Mrs. Simpson: Your remarks were not in the form of 
a motion, were they, Dean Gausewitz? 
Dean Gausewitz: No. 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there further discussion on Article 
I, Section 2, paragraph 1? 
Dr. Hibben: I move we express our approval. 
Dr. Lopez: I second the motion. 
Mr. Strahlem: Approval of what? 
Mrs. Simpson: Paragraph 1 of Section 2, Article I. 
Those in favor signify by saying "aye. 
Members : Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed, by "no." This para-
graph is approved. 
Dr. Northrop: May we go on to paragraph 2? 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there any discussion? 
Dr. Wicker: I was present when the Committee was 
appointed and I think that these paragraphs of Article I, 
Section 2, are of the utmost importance, and I think they 
explain the original appointment of that Committee. There 
' ) , ,11-.., 
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was no University constitution. There was nothing in the 
nature of a formal, legal statement of the relationship of 
the faculty to the administration, and the administration to 
the regents. I can think of nothing at the time the Committee 
was appointed that was said or thought toward having a 
restricted Senate. That battle was lost and apparently they 
have lost again. But these matters that do not have anything 
to do with restriction are of utmost importance. I don't 
have anything to say against them but it is imperative that 
the Connnittee make certain matters more explicit than at 
present, particularly paragraph 4, if there is to be any 
distinction between faculty and senate. Otherwise, it is 
pointless. 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there further discussion? Dr. ick r, 
do you want the Committee to reconsider paragraph 2? 
Dr. Wicker: From the mimeographed statement on thi 
part I can•t see anything wrong with it. I think that the 
Senate should express their approval of this second paragraph. 
Member: Second it. 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there further discussion? ill those 
in favor of expressing approval of paragraph 2, Section 2, 
Article I: "Within the broad jurisdiction of the Faculty 
fall matters of general educational policies and welfar, 
such as the formulation of institutional aims, creation of 
new colleges and divisions, regulations affecting student 
life and activities, requirements for admission and graduation 
and for honors and scholastic performance in general, approval 
of candidates for degrees, and matters affecting more than 
one College or School in the University. signify by saying 
"aye." 
Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed by "no." It is approved. 
Dr. Northrop: Now paragraph 3, Section 2, Article I: 
"The Responsibilities of the University Faculty shall be dis-
charged by the Senate.n 
Dr. Wicker: Now we have come to the crux of the whole 
matter. We have to make up our minds whether we want a 
faculty Senate or not. 
Mrs. Simpson: Isn•t that the motion we voted on in 
the beginning? 
. . 
• 
• 
Dr. Allen: As a matter of parliamentary procedure, 
paragraph 3 is out of order. The Senate can not vote to 
take rights away from the faculty. This whole article is 
subject to faculty approval because it defines a number of 
things for the faculty. 
Dr. Northrop: You see when the motion as made to 
13 
set up the Committee the initial procedure was to present 
the proposed constitution in the Senate, and if the Senate 
approved it, then it would be presented to the general faculty 
and that is the only reason for bringing Article I to the 
Senate • 
Dean Farris: The present Senate has a constitution, 
does it not? If this proposed constitution is to take 
precedence o-ver the one we have as a replacement, the Senat 
is the one who is going to have to do the replacing. 
Mr. Rafferty: Why is it necessary first to defin 
responsibilities of the faculty and, second, why is it nec-
essary to have the University-wide constitution rather than 
a Senate constitution? What is the compelling necessity? 
Dr. Northrop: I think it is just tradition. 
Mr. Rafferty: Then have we been violating tradition 
all this time? 
Dr. Wicker: I think the absence of a constitution was 
a matter of difficulty. It created a situation in hich the 
faculty or the Senate had no real legal standing. If the 
faculty is defined and the responsibilities are defined and 
the Senate is defined and the Senate's responsibilities are 
defined, and if this document is approved by the Regents, 
the faculty has legal recognition. 
Dean Farris: There is a present constitution. But 
there is no faculty constitution or University constitution, 
is that it? 
Mrs •. Simpson: When this matter came up for discussion 
that was the point discussed. We have nothing in the senate 
or faculty that defines the faculty to the Administrationo 
I remember in October of 1946 th t that was the purpose of 
electing this Committee -- "to study the entire Senate organ-
ization; to consider the relationship of the Senate to 
the Administration; and possibly draw up a University and 
a faculty Constitution." 
•• I 
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Mr. Rafferty: How valid is the statement that the 
Senate is in effect the Faculty? 
Mrs. Simpson: We have 253 staff members and of that 
number 117 are eligible to be members of the Senate. 
Mr. Rafferty: This is still a period of transition. 
Dr. Spier: The Senate has only delegated power from 
the University Faculty. By hook or by crook we have a con-
stitution for the Senate, and I'm sure I don't recall it. 
It exists in a vacuum. The basis for that particular senate 
constitution does not exist. It should be defined before we 
get around to defining the job of the Senate. 
Mr. Tapy: It seems to me we are just trying to define 
an American citizen. I think we should define the responsi-
bilities of the faculties which should be discharged by the 
Senate, subject to the approval of the faculties as a hole. 
Mrs. Simpson: I have here the minutes of the meeting 
which decided to form a committee to study the entire senate 
organization. The functions of this committee are: 
(1) To study the entire Senate organization. 
(2) To consider the relationship of the Senate to 
the Administration, and 
(3) Possibly draw up a University and a faculty 
Constitution. 
Dr. Wicker: At the risk of being obvious I shall say 
that a faculty and university constitution fit in with Dr. 
Allen's point of order. The whole document is subject to the 
faculty, not the senate. 
Mr. Rafferty: That's what it says here. 
Dr. Wicker: I said I was being obvious. 
Mrs. Simpson: And this is the place for that discussion. 
or 
Dr. Wicker: I was speaking of final approval. 
Dr. Northrop: Will someone move to approve paragraph 
Section 2, Article I? 
Member: I move its approval. 
Member: Second it. 
3 
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Mrs. Simpson: Those in favor signify by saying "aye." 
Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: It is approved. 
Dr. Northrop: Now paragraph 4: "Actions taken by the 
Senate shall be subject to review by the Faculty." 
Dr. Wicker: The thing that worries me about this Article 
which is extremely important is that there is no provision for 
the initiation of any such action. There is no definition as to 
how such action can be initiated. The principle is excellent 
and sound but I hope that the Committee could devise some state-
ment, neither too narrow nor too broad, for a means to initiat-
ing this action. 
Dr. Sorrell: I agree with that. But this "subject to 
review"--that language is too vague to suit me. That language 
should be less vague. 
Dr. Northrop: I don't think it would be feasible to 
have all senate actions taken up and passed paragraph by para-
graph, as we are trying to do this afternoon, by the whole 
faculty. That was intended as a safety-valve. 
Dr. Sorrell: Well, make it "may"--the permissive. 
Dr. Gausewit~: Or whenever 25 members petition any 
action taken by the senate shall be subject to review by the 
faculty. 
Dean Farris: Well most of the time the faculty and the 
senate are the same. 
t Mrs. Simpson: The faculty and the senate have not been 
he same so far. 
Dr. Northrop: It may be that some day we shall have a 
senate of only 30 members. The University of Arizona has 
only 31 members. 
M f rove Of "may be subject rs. Simpson: How many o you app 
to review by the Faculty" instead of "shall." Please sho hands. 
Hands counted: 27 
Mrs. Simpson: How many disapprove? 
Hands counted: 10 
Mrs. Simpson: Then we recommend t~at it shall read 
ttmay be subject to review by the Faculty. 
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Dr. Northrop: Now the last paragraph of Section 2, 
Article I. 
Dr. Wicker: I would like in addition to that paragraph 
to find some legal procedure for carrying it out. Obviously 
from the wording of the paragraph and from the Committee's 
conment on it on the mimeographed sheet, such action is not to 
be contemplated unless some real need arises. It is not to be 
evoked frequently or lightly and, therefore, there is all the 
more need for stating limitations and for instrumenting such 
action, and I think it should be required . I think there 
should be required a petition by a certain number of senators 
to institute such actions. 
Dr. Northrop : The Committee will consider that, Dr. icker. 
Mr. Douglass: I think we made a mistake in that last 
action we took. Now it means sometimes it may be subject to 
review and sometimes it may not be subject to review. This 
way it is not imperative. It really is imperative that action 
be subject to review and that is what we meant: "shall be 
subject to review" means "may or may not be reviewed." 
Mrs . Simpson: Is that a motion to reconsider what we 
just passed? 
Mr . Douglass: Yes. 
Mrs. Simpson: We have a motion before the house that 
we reconsider substitution of "may" for "shall" in paragraph 3, 
Section 2 of Article r. 
Member: Second it. 
Mrs. Simpson: Is there further discussion? All those 
in favor of reconsidering the wording of paragraph 3, Section 2, 
Article I signify by saying "aye." 
Members : Aye. 
Mrs . Simpson: Those opposed by "no." The motion is 
carried--that is, a motion to reconsider the wording. 
Member: I think we are wasting an enormous amount of 
time unless we consider having a restricted Senate, and we are 
wasting time unless we reconsider this matter again. 
Dr. Woodward: I suggest we approve paragraph 3 with the 
"shall be subject to review." 
Member : What does "subject to review" mean? 
Dr. Northrop: I think the Committee had in mind that 
it may be reviewed if the faculty so desired . 
Dr. Sorrell: "Actions taken 
subject to review by the Faculty." 
will hold a meeting on any phase of 
that mean it can over-rule what the 
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by the Senate shall be 
Does that mean the faculty 
the senate's work? Does 
senate does? 
Dr. Tapy: It means just what it says, I think: "shall 
be subject to review." Or else review doesn't mean anything. 
Dr. Wicker: This is the situation. Under the laws of 
the State of New Mexico the only legally constituted authori-
ties are the Regents. Now with this constitution the whole 
job was to write a University and Faculty constitution to 
delegate some of that power to the faculty. The intent of 
this constitution is sound and clear. The Constitution asks 
the Regents of the University of New Mexico to delegate 
certain rights and prerogatives to the faculty. It next sets 
up the Senate to write down the responsibilities delegated by 
the Faculty, and it is perfectly right and proper that if the 
Faculty feels that action taken by the Senate should be reviewed 
by the Faculty it can do so . It might be added some device 
as to how it is to be accomplished. 
Dr. Sorrell: I think it would clarify it in our minds 
to state "subject _to the approval or disapproval of the Faculty . " 
Mr. Douglass: It seems to me that the matter of the 
Senate executing the responsibilities of the Faculty is simply 
a matter of efficiency and the wording that Dr . Sorrell has 
suggested would leave me in doubt as to whether or not the 
Faculty should take action on everything the Senate did, and 
the way it is stated right here seems to cover it perfectly. 
If the faculty chooses to take up any matter the Senate acts 
on, it can do so . Otherwise they have delegated to the Senate 
these responsibilities and approve what the Senate has done . 
It is perfectly clear the way it stands . 
Dr. Spier: Our question 1s this : Is it mandatory for 
the Faculty to review the Senate's actions or may they select 
matters to review . I think we shall save effort and worry if 
we make this permissive in some way. 
Mr. Douglass: It seems to me the phraseology is perfectly 
clear. The Faculty is at liberty to review the action of the 
Senate if it so chooses . 
Dr. Alexander: I wonder if it w:>uld help any if we 
should add the words "if it so desire." I can't see that it 
matters one way or the other . "May be reviewed" means the 
same thing as "shall be subject to review." I would like to 
ask Dean Gausewitz if a vote is provided then the procedure 
for everything will be included. What about a time limitation? 
()Q 
,, 
' t 
Mrs. Simpson: We have still the original motion before 
the house. 
Member: Second the motion. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those in favor of retaining "shall be 
subject to review by the Faculty" signify by saying "aye." 
Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed by "no." It is approved, 
then, to have it stand the way it is. 
Dr. Northrop: Last paragraph of Section 2: "Questions 
of responsibility between the President of the University and 
the Faculty shall be decided by the Regents." It is fairly 
common in University constitutions to have this statement 
included. 
Member: I move we approve this paragraph. 
Member: Second the motion. 
Mrs. Simpson: It has been moved and seconded that the 
last paragraph in the second section, Article I, be approved. 
Is there further discussion? Those in favor signify by saying 
"aye." 
Members: Aye. 
Mrs. Simpson: Those opposed by "no." The motion is 
carried. 
Dr. Sorrell: That's a pretty good stopping place. 
Dr. Woodward: Let's do section 3 . 
Mrs. Simpson: Do you want a special meeting called or 
do you want to wait to meet until the second Monday in March? 
We won't complete it the next time . Do you want a special 
meeting? 
Few Members: No. 
Member: I move to adjourn. 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:30 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
Eva M. Israel 
Secretary of the Faculty Senate 
